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THE POLITICAL DEVELOPMENT OF EARLY BABYLONIA 

By a. T. Olmstead 
University of Missouri 

All students of early Babylonian history will agree that the 
culture is the most important and most interesting subject of 
investigation. They will insist with equal emphasis that such 
investigation will not rise above the level of mere antiquarianism 
unless it is based upon the political development. It must be 
admitted that a political history, in the true sense of the word, is 
impossible for early Babylonia. Material for such a history is 
lacking, and there is no reason to assume that it will be secured in 
the future. It is true that we have now a considerable number 
of documents from this early period, and the number tends to 
increase. But we are confined to the briefest and most unsatis- 
factory type of inscriptions — ^bowls taken from the booty of foreign 
lands and dedicated to their gods, mace heads used for their royalty, 
stone or clay tablets repeating with tiresome monotony their titles 
and telling of the erection or restoration of their edifices, formulas 
in the business documents to date the year — such are the scanty 
sources for our history. Of political facts we are rarely given more 
than the name and ancestry of the king, the length of his reign, a 
bare mention of the lands conquered, the cities whose possession 
was marked by building operations. We have the skeleton of 
history, but rarely do we have the means to clothe it with living 
flesh. It is possible to secure something of human interest by 
padding out our narrative with facts taken from the culture, yet 
by this we blur the political development, and such development is 
best understood through separate treatment.^ 

> The one exhaustive study of the early Babylonian period Is that of King, History 
of Sumer and Akkad. Though written in 1910, comparison with this article will show 
how much has since been learned. Most of the later discoveries have been incorporated, 
in so far as was consistent with the more general character of the book, in the excellent 
History of Babylonia and Assyria by R. W. Rogers. So recent Is the detailed knowledge 
of this period that earlier histories are little more than blanks. The inscriptions which 
were known up to 1907 are given, with German translation, by Thureau-Dangin, Die 
sumerischen und akkadischen Konigsinschriften, abbreviated SAK. Earlier transla- 
tions, excellent as they were in their day, are now largely antiquated and cannot be used 
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Yet it would be a great mistake to assume that the history of 
early Babylonia must be a mere welter of meaningless names, for 
the main lines of development can now be clearly traced, however 
lacking the details. We must begin with a consideration of the 
country.' Babylonia is the least complex of all historical lands. 
The country proper is nothing but an alluvium, an example of 
bottom lands on a hiige scale. It is true that it has been profoundly 
influenced by the neighboring countries, and that these are not so 
simple in their formation. It is still more true that Babylonia 
itself, whose influence on its people must after all be reckoned the 
dominant factor, was of an extremely simple character. 

Babylonia differs from the usual well-known type of river 
bottom only in its size. Instead of the ordinary stream, we have 
here two of the mightiest rivers of the world. The cliffs along its 

in safety. Considerable additions to our raw material have since been made, notably 
by Poebel, Historical and Grammatical Texts, and by Clay, Miscellaneous Inscriptions. 
In this article all known editions of the various texts have been given. In a lew cases, 
Indicated by brackets, the original has not been seen, and in a few other cases they have 
not been recently available. All others were reverlfled in the summer of 1916 in Co- 
lumbia or in the library of the University of Chicago. The chief source publications 
are Rawlinson, Cuneiform Inscriptions of Western Asia; de Sarzec, D^couvertes en Chaldee 
{Dec); Hilprecht, Old Babylonian Inscriptions {OBI)\ Cuneiform Texts in the British 
Museum {CT); Schell, Delegation en Perse (Del); Thureau-Dangin, Becueil de Tab- 
lettes Chaldiennes (BTC); Jensen- Winckler, Keilinschriftliche Bibliothek, III. 1 (KB); 
Radau, Early Babylonian History; Vorderasiatische Schriftdenkmaler {VS). In addi- 
tion to the abbreviations given above, cf. the list of abbreviations in the author's Assyr- 
ian Historiography. To the list of periodicals add Revue d' Assyriologie (BA), especially 
valuable for this portion of the history. In recent years a considerable number of excel- 
lent photographs of inscriptions has been published in various semipopular works, 
and care has been taken to include these in the bibliography. The rareness of references 
other than to text editions is to be explained by the fact that discussion as to the his- 
torical value of the texts is generally to be found in connection with their editing. 

> The synthesis of Babylonian geography and history here presented rests directly 
on personal knowledge obtained in 1908, when the author was director of the Cornell 
expedition. It need hardly be said that much aid has been secured from the various 
works on Babylonian geography. All histories discuss in more or less detail the rela- 
tions between geography and history, and especially valuable are those of Rawlinson, 
Rogers, and King. An excellent summary of the earlier knowledge of the country is 
to be found in Ritter's Erdkunde; cf. Hoefer, Chaldee, and Delitzsch, Wo lag das Parodies. 
Of the many works of travel the most important are Olivier, Voyage; Rich, Residence 
in Koordistan; Layard, Nineveh and Babylon; Chesney, Euphrates Expedition; Ains- 
worth, Researches; Loftus, Chaldaea; Rassam, Asshur and the Land of Nimrod; Peters, 
Nippur; Hilprecht, Explorations; Plsher, Nippur; de Sarzec, Decouvertes; Oppenheim, 
Vom Mittelmeere; Banks, Bismya; Koldewey, Babylon. Much of interest may be found 
in the Journal of the Geographical Society and in the Mittheilungen der deutschen Orient- 
Gesellschaft. Considerable help may be secured from a study of the Arabic geographers, 
included principally in the great collection of de Goeje and analyzed in Streck, Baby- 
lonien, and Le Strange, hands of the Eastern Caliphate, and especially from the descrip- 
tion made by Ibn Serapion, edited by Le Strange, JRAS, 1895, 1 ft. For maps cf. 
Kiepert, Ruienenf elder; de Morgan, map attached to the DUegation en Perse. 



Political Development of Eaely Babylonia 285 

shores are not a few miles apart, but are the hills and mountains 
which border the ancient head of the Persian Gulf, which has been 
filling, since the beginning of modern geological times, at a rate 
estimated as an advance of a mile every seventy years. If we 
exclude size. Babylonia differs little from other bottom lands, with 
its lagoons at the river mouths, its swamps along the lower course, 
the pools left here and there by the receding flood, the stratified 
soils, ranging from gravel and sand to the finest silt. The streams 
are already at grade, and we have the tendency to meander, to cut 
off corners, to turn into a different channel at the slightest obstacle 
in the course, to overflow the surrounding country with every flood. 
All is on such a huge scale that the pools are square miles in extent 
and the meanders are more important to history than many a 
famous river. 

The land of Babylonia is not only the gift of the Tigris and of 
the Euphrates in the past, but it has no life in historical times save 
for them and their waters. A study of these rivers is therefore 
not merely important as a background for the history; it is in every 
sense of the word the very history itself. It is not necessary here 
to trace their upper courses, but certain facts have a vital effect 
upon Babylonia. When the Euphrates reaches the alluvium, it 
has already traversed a distance greater than the total length of 
most world rivers. It has long ago reached grade. It is far from 
the snows which fed it, and in the last half of its journey it has 
received but little water from tributaries. Indeed, it has lost far 
more than these could add in its progress through a region which 
during the greater part of the year suffers a torrid heat. So in 
Babylonia it is an appreciably smaller stream, broad indeed but 
shallow, lazily moving along its chocolate-colored water and spread- 
ing over the fields with the greatest ease the fertilizing silt which 
it holds in solution. We shall not be surprised to find so many of 
the earliest cities of the land supplied with water from the Euphra- 
tes, even though they did not lie directly on its banks. Its low 
shores made easy the building of canals leading from it, its slow 
current reduced danger to their walls to a minimum, and prog- 
ress was equally possible in either direction. If its heavily laden 
waters rapidly silted up the canals and made the corvie to clean 
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them out the constant fear of the peasant, those same waters 
furnished a fertilizer without equal. 

The Tigris reaches Babylonia after a much shorter journey. 
What is more, it is never far from a new tributary which brings into 
it a mass of rushing water from the never far-distant snow hills. 
Thus it enters the alluvium a mighty stream, narrower but far 
swifter than its sister river. Though nearly at grade, there is 
still enough distance to descend to make it move swiftly in a narrow 
trough, and it is not until well to the south that it spreads out 
into swamps, and canals become fairly common. 

The strongest argument for union in early Babylonia must 
have been furnished by the rivers. The small rainfall made the 
land absolutely dependent on the rivers, and these, especially the 
Euphrates, can be controlled by man without too much diffi- 
culty. When the rivers were neglected, as they are so largely 
today, the result was silted-up canals, pestilential swamps reeking 
with malaria, and a stream whose wanderings could not be fore- 
told. Such a condition we found in 1908, when the Euphrates had 
left entirely its former bed and had flowed into the canal to the 
west. The site of Babylon was without a drop of running water, 
at Hillah a bridge of boats was anchored in the shallow dry bottom, 
and the palms along the banks were dying for want of moisture. 
Should such a condition exist for a period of years the country 
would become a desert. 

Human agency has since shifted back the course of the errant 
stream, and it could so do in antiquity. More than once do we 
hear of damming the river as the most important element in a 
campaign. For example, we are told, "Abishi, the son of Samsu 
iluna, to conquer Iluma ilu, his heart moved him to dam the Tigris, 
and he dammed the Tigris, but he caught not Iluma ilu."' 
By shifting the course of the rivers, still more by blocking up the 
canals, the enemy could destroy communications, cut off the army, 
and even starve out his opponents. The whole river and canal 
system pointed to unity, and the surprising thing is that the re- 
sponse to the geographical environment was so slow in being 
brought about. 

iChron. K. 3, II, 7flf. 
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The general character of the country was also a strong element 
in bringing about unity. The region south of the last low range 
of conglomerate hills which marks the end of the prairie and the 
beginning of the alluvium is a land which is no less sharply differ- 
entiated from the surrounding territory than it is monotonous in 
itself. There is not the hint of a frontier in the whole of Baby- 
lonia. We cannot find one in the rivers and canals, for they are 
the main lines of communication. Even the swamps have well- 
marked water trails through their recesses, and there is no proof 
that in antiquity swamps existed between the lands of any of the 
great cities. Other boundary there could be none, for the whole 
land is level with a flatness compared with which the American 
prairie is almost hilly. It is this sameness which is the most strik- 
ing characteristic of the country. Far as the eye can reach the 
land is level and the sky line is always flat. The one element of 
beauty is the palm, and the palm is only where there is water. The 
palm grove against the setting sun or reflected in the sluggish 
waters does have its appeal to one's aesthetic sense, but the traveler 
soon tires of its monotony, just as he tiresof the eternal sameness 
of its fruit, which, in spite of its seventy varieties, soon cloys by its 
sweetness, so unhealthy in the torrid clime. 

The palms form a long fringe along the rivers and canals or hide 
the villages, with their shapeless blocks of mud huts and their gar- 
dens surrounded by mud walls. The great fields of wheat, barley, 
millet, and sesame which formerly made vast masses of green have 
now largely disappeared, and the bare plain stretches to the hori- 
zon, broken only by patches of alkali which the rains have brought 
to the surface, by low mounds which mark the site of ruined cities, 
and by two parallel embankments where was once a canal. As 
the heat of the day increases, the mirage begins, and by nine o'clock, 
even on a winter's day, the shimmering air shows vast beds of 
water where in reality is only alkali baked soil, seared with huge 
cracks. 

Babylonia has a winter, but a mild one — a few sudden storms 
of pouring rain, some overcast days, nights when a charcoal fire 
is welcome, a few when ice forms and in the morning the lines of 
buried mud brick walls show in the shapeless mounds. With the 
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morning sun the air is delightful, and it is rarely too cool for com- 
fort. Soon, however, the days become hot, and even in February 
there may be danger of sunstroke. By the beginning of May the 
last clouds have disappeared, and for seven months there is a reign 
of terror. The temperature mounts to unbelievable heights, often 
above 125 degrees. The hardened native shuns the midday sun, 
and for the stranger it would be suicide. For these seven months 
life is supportable only when one spends the entire day in special 
chambers underground where the temperature may be kept as low 
as 100 degrees. There is one reUef — the nearness of the desert 
overcomes in most portions the moisture from the streams, there 
is little humidity, and the nights cool sufficiently to permit sleep 
on the housetops. Yet the intense heat for such long-continued 
periods saps the energy, and no invading tribe, virile though it may 
be and frequent though the drafts from the homeland, has long 
held its sway. 

Such has always been the cultivated land. To the south and 
east, since the beginning of time, have been the "Sealands." In 
different ages their actual location has differed, but always they 
have been near the mouths of the rivers. Here the waters spread 
out into huge expanses, sometimes so wide that no land is in sight, 
often so shallow that the oar strikes bottom, sometimes clear, 
again with masses of reeds over man height, and through them 
run clear roads of water, along which the rude boats are poled. 
In them have always Uved rude tribes, subsisting on a scanty diet 
of fish or lake fowl, eked out with a little grain grown on a firm spot 
of land where their reed huts have been constructed. Into these 
reed jungles, the resort of the lion and the boar, no stranger can 
enter with impunity, and their inhabitants have always been free 
from tribute to the nominal rulers of the land, whose infrequent 
forays have made little impress on these degraded peoples, from 
the days of the kings of the "Sealands" to the present, when Turk- 
ish ruler and English invader have fared alike. 

The land thus tends to monotony, 'to the development of a 
certain mediocrity of character. It is the natural result that the 
inhabitants from the earliest days have been unenterprising, devoted 
to their everyday occupations, good business men, highly religious, 
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and the prey of the invader. It is true that the Babylonian rec- 
ords are filled with accounts of defeats inflicted upon these same 
invaders. But in practically every case the victorious defenders 
of Babylonia are themselves the descendants of invaders and 
owe to their newness to the enervating country such energy as they 
may possess. The economic history of the country is in large part 
native; the political is as largely the history of foreigners. 

The relation of Babylonia to its neighbors is accordingly in 
large part that of conquest by them. Babylonia itself lacked the 
impetus of the greatest of all provocations to expansion, the need 
of food. Her fields gave fabulous returns in grain, the gardens 
furnished a relish, the date palm was always ready with a dessert. 
Even with the development of large cities, with the increase of 
slavery, with the growing luxury of the great, Babylonia was more 
than self-supporting, and, if there were any trade in foodstuffs, 
was the exporter. Taken by itself alone, however, it could form 
the basis for but a simple civilization. The foodstuffs which might 
ripen under the torrid sun were few in number. Buildings had to 
be constructed from the soil, with crude, or, more rarely, with the 
burned brick. The fact that soil houses were the best protection 
against the heats of summer and the chill of the short winter made 
experiment little desired by the natives. Sufficient wood came 
from the palm, inferior as we should think it. Dress was of wool, 
for great flocks of sheep pastured on the semiarid borders of the land. 
But clothing might well be dispensed with save as necessary pro- 
tection against the direct rays of the summer sun. The palaces of the 
early kings, and of the gods as well, were of almost unimaginable 
simplicity. The multimillionaires of the day might live in single rooms 
with their records buried in a jar in the dirt floor.^ After all, when 
one passed the simplest needs, one must go outside the limits of the 
alluvium. The wonder is, not that the Babylonians warred, but 
that there was so little of the militarist in their racial character. 
Had they reacted properly to their economic environment, the 
country would not have been so constantly under foreign control. 

In the earlier days there was not so much inducement to foreign 
conquest, and the records of these times are taken up almost entirely 

> Banks, Biaraya, 305. 
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with internal wars. Our first surprise is that there was so little use of 
the Persian Gulf, either for commercial purposes or for warlike expe- 
ditions. Eridu, to be sure, seems to have been situated in prehis- 
toric times directly on its shores, for we find its hero Adapa sailing 
out in his ship upon the "broad sea" and breaking the wings of the 
south wind.' In written history it appears only as the most impor- 
tant shrine of Southern Babylonia, a good hint as to an earlier politi- 
cal importance. As the land was pushed out into the Gulf, the great 
lagoons began to intervene, Eridu lost its commercial and political 
importance, and the way to the Persian Gulf was forgotten. So 
little known was it in the Assyrian period that the army of Sen- 
nacherib, in the one sea expedition of Assyrian history, was in dan- 
ger of being destroyed by the tides when they pitched their camp 
at the mouth of the river.^ Strange as it may seem, the Gulf was 
almost unknown territory, and beyond lay the land of the dead.^ 

To the south and west extended the desert. Its boundaries 
were not without interest, for here was a great fresh-water lake, and 
here and elsewhere along the boundary were sandstone cUffs and 
ridges which could furnish stone for building purposes. These were, 
however, little quarried in antiquity, though expeditions were made 
farther afield for the harder and more valuable stones. For the 
settled Babylonian the desert had little of good and much of evil 
to offer. Here lived demons of many evil types and here, too, dwelt 
the nomads. Their life was a continual struggle for the barest of exist- 
ences, and it needed no year of greater drought to force them out in 
constant raids against the rich alluvium. Babylonia was constantly 
exposed to attack from these savages, who would fall upon the set- 
tled land and then, before the troops could be called out, be back in 
those recesses which even the Assyrians never penetrated. Pres- 
sure from the desert was a powerful argument for a united Baby- 
lonia, for such a land could much better furnish protection. 

To the east a somewhat similar situation must be faced. Here 
were the Elamite Mountains, range beyond range, each valley occu- 
pied by a tribe which united to a distinctly high culture the energy of 

> Cf. also King, Chron. II, 5; the cult story about the kishkannu, cf. Frank, ZA, 
XXIV, 374; Zehnpftmd, Hilprecht Ann. Vol.. 291 fl. 
' Cf. Ohnstead, Sennacherib. 98. 
« CI. the Gllgamesh story, passim, and the later echo in Lucian, Menippus. 
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mountaineers. There were raids, too, from Elam, and when these 
raids were over thete was refuge behind the mountain ranges. The 
danger from Elam was the more serious in that only too frequently 
the Babylonians must face, not mere raids, but definite military 
expeditions by a power which demanded stand-up battles. We are 
not surprised to learn that in the end the pressure resulted in the 
estabUshment of Elamite dynasties in Babylonia itself. From the 
very beginning the problem of defense against the eastern moun- 
taineers was extremely difficult. . Barrier posts might be established, 
but the Elamites always had the inner line, always had the inside 
gate, with possession of the key. Rational defense for the civilized 
country meant a constantly expanding frontier, and there were 
inducements as well. The comparatively high civilization of Elam 
meant a varied booty, and in the mountains nature had given what 
she had denied the alluvium. Here was stone of all sorts, metals, 
woods, new vegetables, new animals, even the horse, whose name, 
"ass of the mountains," testified to the latest times his foreign origin. 
In the best days of Babylonia its kings held territory deep within 
the mountains. 

To the north and northwest was the one section where the nat- 
ural boundary, though strongly marked by nature, was in no sense 
a scientific frontier. An exceptionally low escarpment marks the 
change from the alluvium to the prairie, and after the brief and easy 
ascent the prairie stretches away in the distance, inviting advance 
as kindly as does the alluvium itself. A closer view shows marked 
differences. The country is no longer flat but slightly rolling. The 
soil is not alluvial but residual, though scarcely inferior in fertiUty. 
After the spring rains the country blossoms like the rose. Day by 
day the color changes with the flowers — one day red with huge tuUps, 
another blue, another yellow — and the air is at times almost sicken- 
ingly odorous. The grass is knee, and even breast, high. In the 
spring the prairie is a joy, and one wonders why there are so few 
signs of settlement, past or present. The secret is that the prairie, 
like the alluvium, has not an adequate rainfall, and unlike the 
alluvium, lies just too high for canals to be drawn from the great 
rivers which bound it. Along the few small streams which the 
prairie boasts we find signs of ancient settlement, but the remainder 



292 The American Journal of Semitic Languages 

is still roamed, as in earlier days, by wandering and more than 
half-savage shepherds. Only along the edges of the region, where 
the rivers still come from the mountains and have not yet been 
swallowed up in the soil or evaporated in the dry air, do we have 
settlements on a larger scale. 

Yet this country had attractions for the Babylonians. The 
alluvium extends in a wedge on the northwest well up the Euphrates, 
as far as Hit, whose bitumen wells were always a necessity for the 
natives. Once so far away as this, there was inducement to journey 
still farther up the river. Here and there were stretches of bottom 
land and fertile islands, where the wanderer was reminded of the 
conditions of his Babylonian home. Thus, like the settlements in 
our own Middle West, the line of advance was along the river bot- 
toms to the almost complete exclusion of the prairie. The latter 
seems never to have been settled by the Babylonians, but it had its 
value, for nowhere could be found better pasturage for the flocks and 
herds, and in the latest times we find the Babylonian weaver sup- 
plied with wool from the far-distant flocks. at Harran.^ 

Our very earliest records show us that there existed in the middle 
Euphrates Valley a highly important city named Mari, and, so far 
as we can make out, it was purely Babylonian in its civilization. 
Later, it was conquered by Semites from the west, who made it their 
first resting-place in the advance upon Babylonia. Even when 
these Semites had made Babylon glorious, in the days of the great 
Hammurapi, Mari retained its identity and as Hana, or Hani Galbat, 
continued its importance until the latest days. 

The Babylonians began their history with the creation of the 
world, told with as many variants as there were centers ,of popu- 
lation. Then came, at least according to the account which later 
became orthodox, ten kings, the shortest-lived of whom lived 
10,800 years, the total length of the dynasty being little less than 
half a million years. Unhistorical as these kings might be, the 
various cities they are said to have ruled are significant. First comes 
Lai ur alimma,'^ the Alorus of Greek tradition, and it is striking testi- 
mony that he is king in Nippur. For down to the time when Baby- 

• Thompson, Late Bab. Letters, 97. 
2 So Poebel, Hist. Texts, 42. 
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Ion's god, Bel Marduk, usurped the rights of Enlil, god of Nippur, 
that city, the geographical center of the alluvium on the old line of 
the Euphrates, was recognized as the seat of the king of the gods, 
and no monarch is the rightful ruler of Kengi, or Shumer, Southern 
Babylonia, until he has been recognized as the vice-gerent of Enlil 
on earth.i Our third king is from Pautibiblia, or Sippar, in North 
Babylonia; the eighth is from Larancha or Larak, already deserted 
in historical times; and the last, Watrahasis, the Greek Xisuthrus, 
the hero of the flood, is from Shuruppak. 

The flood marks the transition to semihistorical times. Later 
generations pointed out here and there a deserted site, which they 
called a Til Abubi, a mound from the days before the flood. The kings 
are now listed with more modest lengths of reign, some for no more 
than a century. The first formal dynasty is that of Kish, and the 
fact that a semihistorical dynasty from North Babylonia is listed so 
early is strong confirmation of the theory that the Semites formed 
the earliest population, at least in North Babylonia.^ Of the legend- 
ary kings, we note especially Etana, "the shepherd who ascended 
to heaven." Only in the second place are we given a dynasty from 
E anna, "the house of the god Anu," by which is evidently meant 
the later Uruk. Its city god Anu was in later times the supreme 
heaven god, possession of whose temple gave right to rule as " King 
of Kalama," like Kengi, merely the word for "Land." How impor- 
tant wa^ Uruk can be guessed from the list of its famous kings, 
beginning with a son of the sun god Shamash and including Lugal 
banda, the mythical shepherd; Dumuzi or Tammuz, the beloved of 
Ishtar, goddess of love; and Gilgamesh, the hero of our greatest Baby- 
lonian epic, who built the wall of Uruk,' fought with Humbaba, of 
Elam, and even carried on building operations at Nippur.^ A mighty 
dynasty is evidently indicated by these accounts. Next is placed 
another South Babylonian dynasty, that of Ur, which is almost his- 
torical, for some of its rulers reign but a single human generation. 

» Cf. the equation, Lugal kingira (King of Kengi) wltll shar Nippuri (King ol Nippiir), 
Poebel, I.e. For Kalama, equaling Kengi, which equals Shumer, cf. Thureau-Dangin, 
ZA. XVI, 354, n. 3; RA, VI. 32, n. 4. 

2 Cf. Meyer, Sumerier und Semiten, passim. 

s Epic I. 9; Ins. of Anam. 

< Poebel, Texts, No. 6. 
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With the following dynasty we are startled to find Babylonia under 
the rule of Awan, a well-known city-state near Susa.' Obviously 
the successors of Humbaba found no Gilgamesh to oppose them, 
for we may be sure that only the sad necessities of historical truth 
forced the Babylonians to admit to their king lists rulers from this 
hated Elamite city. Finally, we have two dynasties which never 
ruled again, and the one lone representative of the first held the throne 
but seven years. ^ 

It is a curious coincidence that just at the point where the lists 
seem about to promise us true history they fail us. When first con- 
temporary records begin to come down to us, we find Babylonia 
divided into city-states. Eridu has already handed over its politi- 
cal position to Ur, which is still to furnish important dynasties. 
Not far off is Lagash, the center of interest in the earliest times 
because best known through excavation, Umma, its constant rival, 
and Larsa, which is not for long to become a dominant state. Still 
farther north is Adab, whose independence was entirely in the ear- 
liest period, and Nippur, which has seen its best days when history 
begins, though still for long centuries reverenced as the central 
shrine of Babylonia. Of the cities of North Babylonia, only Kish 
counts in the earlier period. 

At the dawn of history stands the city-state. Like the others 
of antiquity, it was originally the one city par excellence — in other 
words, city and state were the same, and a municipality in our sense 
of the word was non-existent. When, for example, Ur was the " City," 
it simply meant that in this city-state that particular site was the 
only one where was found a market and bazaars for trade in peace, 
the only place of refuge behind a wall for man and beast and mov- 
able property when the state was invaded by the army of a neighbor- 
ing city. The territory of these city-states was rarely more than a 
man could cover in a single day's walk, and many of the cultivators 
of the surrounding fields would dwell within its walls. The remain- 
der of the peasants would live in small hamlets, their mud houses and 
mud-walled courtyards a sufficient defense against the midnight 
prowler or the desert raider. With more serious attacks they, too, 

1 Of. Poebel, Texts, No. 34, 23, 19 fl. ; Hist. Texts, 128. 

2 King lists, Poebel, Texts, No. 2; cf. discussion in Hist. Texts, 71 fl. 



Political Development of Early Babylonia 295 

must flee to the city. Scattered farm life as we find it in America 
was unknown, though as the land system developed there would be 
villas with hamlets about them, often taking their names from their 
original founders. 

In the city proper ruled the patesi, the vice-gerent of the city 
god on the earth. At the first, emphasis was placed on the fact of 
delegated power and the god was the real ruler. It is the net of 
Ningirsu, god of Lagash, which has conquered the enemy; it is his 
club that smites them down; and a later ruler can even refer to a 
most important war with a neighboring city without mention of the 
contemporary patesi and with full attribution to the god.* 

When more than one city-state is united in the hands of one 
ruler, he takes the title of lugal, literally "great man," or "king." 
The new kingdom, however, was held together by the loosest of 
bonds. No more than before does the king attempt to interfere 
with the internal affairs of the conquered city-state. A patesi, often 
the same as before the conquest, remains as ruler of the city, and 
his inferior position is marked only by the act of homage, by a small 
tribute, and occasionally by the dedication to the local god of a tem- 
ple erected by the suzerain. As time goes on these patesis have 
more and more the mere shadow of rule, and one of the problems of 
the historian is to decide when the patesi ceases to be a ruler and 
becomes a mere governor. Since the king now has patesis under 
him, as did his city god, it is not surprising that he has taken for 
himself the title of divinity. 

In the course of time the kingdoms thus formed came to be rec- 
ognized as separate entities, with separate titles for their rulers. The 
formation of these kingdoms is largely hidden in the times before we 
have certain history, but their influence lasted far beyond the date 
when they ceased to be political actualities. Our earliest sources 
show this evolution already well on the way. 

With our present knowledge it is quite impossible to conjecture 
the position and time of the earliest rulers of Babylonia. Names, 
indeed, we have in fair numbers. For example, from Shuruppak, 
whose ruler was the flood hero, we have business documents dated 

1 Entemena, Cone I. 22 B. 
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by the rulers Ur Ninpa, Kanizi, Mash Shuruppak.' We have a 
so-called second dynasty of Ur, whose four kings ruled 108 years. ^ 
The gray antiquity which lies behind the earHest history of Nippur 
is shadowed by the statement that when Annani and his son Lu 
Nanna rebuilt the tummal of Enlil in that city, it was for the third 
time.' 

Somewhere in this early time is also to be placed the dynasty 
which has become known to us through the University of Chicago 
excavations at Adab,* whose international importance seems proved 
by the position occupied by its goddess, Nin harsag, as a "supreme 
ruler deity."^ Among its kings are Lugal dalu, whose squat figure 
was once famous as the "oldest statue in the world,"* Meba, whose 
vase inscription was dedicated in the temple Esar,^ and another 
king named Lugal anna mundu? To a later period, when Adab had 
already lost her independence, belong the patesis who were vassal to 
the king of Kish, such as Eiginimpae, who built the temple Esar, as 
shown by his copper inscription,' and Salkisalsi, who was patesi at 
Adab when his, or perhaps her, suzerain, Mesilim, the king of Kish, 
brought a vase to Esar, evidently the spoil of some captured city.'" 

This last inscription gives us our first synchronism, for it per- 
mits us to connect our history with that of Kish. Here at some ear- 
lier time had ruled a patesi named Utug. It would seem that he 
began his dynasty, as his father Bazazu is given no title by his son. 
We know him only from a vase which he dedicated at Nippur in 
commemoration of the conquest of Hamazi. That a North Baby- 
lonian should be able to make dedications in the earliest shrine of 

^RTC, 12 fl.; SAK. 224. 

2 Poebel, HM. Texte, 106. 

•Poebel, Texts, No. 6(.; Hiet. Texts, 143 fl. 

* Banks, Bismya, passim, 
' Poebel, Hist. Texts. 100 1. 

'Banks, AJSL, XXI, 59; Bismya, 196; SAK, 152f.; Barton, Jour. Amer. Or. Soc, 
XXXIII, 295t.; cf. LuckenbUl, AJSL, XXX, 220; Poebel, Hist. Texts, 128. 
' Banks, Bismya, 264; Barton I.e.; Poebel, I.e.; LuckenbUl, I.e. 
« Hilprecht, Bab. Biped., VI, 2, No. 130; Poebel, Texts, No. 75; Hist. Texts, 28, n. 1. 

• Banks, Bismya, 200; Barton, I.e.; Hommel, OLZ, XVI, 349; Poebel, Texts, No. 31; 
LuckenbUl, I.e. Dr. Maynard suggests the reading Eiginimsige. 

10 Banks, Bismya, 201; Barton, I.e.; LuckenbUl, AJSL, XXX, 219fl. Prom this 
early period, though of quite uncertain location, are the inscriptions ot Lugal ab, Umun- 
kln, Merabadu, who may be early rulers. Clay, Bab. Ins., Nos. 1-3. 
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the South indicates that the patesi of Kish was but a part of a larger 
empire, perhaps under the rule of Adab.' 

Some time after this, as the less archaic character of the writing 
shows, Mesilim, who is called a king and not a patesi, is overlord of 
Adab and can call himself the "beloved son of Nin harsag,'- city 
goddess of that state. ^ Lagash, too, is under his control, for he can 
erect a temple there for its city god, Ningirsu. The addition of the 
local patesi's name, Lugal shag engur, is a welcome synchronism, for 
it connects Kish with the earliest known ruler of Lagash, and it is 
in the almost complete ruler lists of that city that we find the back- 
bone of our early chronology.' It was also in his day that Lagash 
had her first recorded quarrel with her next-door neighbor and most 
bitter enemy, Umma,^ settled by Mesilim as suzerain of the contend- 
ing states. To mark the frontier, a monument was erected.* 

In Mesilim we seem to see through the mists a mighty figure who 
had under his sway the greater part of Babylonia. Then we plunge 
once more into the list of almost meaningless names — Ursage, whose 
rule over Nippur seems proved by a vase dedication to Enlil,^ and 
Lugal tarsi, whose dedication to Anu and Innanna seems to point to 
rule over Uruk, where these deities were especially worshiped.' 

It would seem that the dynasty of Kish came to its end with EnM 
Ishtar, who was captured by another of these early conquerors, 
Enshxxkushanna. The city was devastated and its inhabitants, 

1 HUprecht, OBI, No. 108f.; SAK, 160f. 

2 Banks, Biamya, 266; Poebel, Hist. Texts, 28, n. 1 ; Luckenbill, I.e. 

3 Dec, I ter, 2; xxxv; Heuzey, RA, IV, 109; Villa, 23; SAK, 160f.; King, Sumer,Q9. 
1 1 still use, though with many misgivings, this reading of the place-name Uff KI. 

In CT, XII, 28, il, 5, used by Hrozny, ZA, XX, 421 ff., to prove this reading, note that 
in Um-ma equals UH KI, the urn and the ki are doubtful. On the other hand, there Is 
no doubt that the sign group was sometimes read Upe and Keshu. Note also, with 
XJnger-Weissbach, ZA, XXIX, 183, that in the "wine card" of Nebuchadnezzar, Wadi 
Brissa IV. 53 gives (aJ«) Ak-aha-ak for the UH KI of the other versions. In the Enhegal 
inscription only GISH is given, though it is certainly the rival of Lagash. Landesberger, 
OLZ, XIX, 34f., compares the Akshak, which is an element in names, and notes the ele- 
ment -ak of the Blamltish, but when he makes Upi the later name and Kesh an error, 
we cannot follow him. The truth seems to be that the sign group was used for different 
cities in different countries, for Upi, the classical Opis, in North Babylonia, and perhaps 
also the Kish of that part, for a city of the South of doubtful name, and for the Elamite 
city of Akshak. 

' Entemena, Cone I. 8 ff.; Eannatum, Stone E. 

« OBI, No. 93; II, 51; Clay, Light, 39; Winckler, Forsch., I, 373; Badau, Hiet., 125, 
n. 1; SAK, 160 f. 

' CT, III, 1; Thureau-Dangin, BA, IV, 74, n. 15; SAK, 160f.; Badau, 125, n. 3; 
King, Sumer, op. p. 218. 
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together with those of the neighboring Upi, surrendered their prop- 
erty "in order that the city he might not destroy." The conqueror 
graciously returned to them the greater part of their possessions, 
but their statues, metals, precious stones, wooden utensils, and fur- 
niture — one wonders what was left to the former owners — ^were 
reserved for presentation to the god Jinlil of Nippur. In this inscrip- 
tion Enshakushanna appears as Lord of Kengi and King of Kalama, 
titles connected with Nippur and Uruk, respectively, and it is no far 
guess that he ruled these two cities.^ 

When we turn to Lagash, we begin to have something more like 
history, for the mass of documents there discovered permits full 
enough acquaintance with individuals to introduce the human- 
interest element, and the completeness of the list of rulers makes it 
the natural basis of comparison with other histories. One patesi 
we have already seen, Lugal shag engur, and another ruler may be 
perhaps found in the Badu, king of Lagash, who is mentioned in the 
broken introduction to the famous vulture stele of Eannatum.' 
Still other kings of this early period are the Shidmalu and En hegcd, 
whose names are found on a very archaic limestone tablet, extremely 
difficult to read, recording "real estate holdings." En hegal is here 
called the "improver(?) of the land's irrigation, uniter(?) of the 
land, exalted king, the warrior who subdues, princely leader, great 
lord," an interesting example of an early titulary. If he really were 
the uniter of the land, it points to conquests of some importance. 
Among the royal estates is a section " captured from Umma,' border- 
ing on the old palm trees of Guedin,* the cherished land of Enhegal," 
and in this we see the first mention of the territory which was so 
constantly the bone of contention between the two states. Shidmalu 
is not definitely called a preceding king, but is given the title " shep- 
herd, exalted king, chief counsellor, the subduer," while his brother 
Ganaush, to whom a section of the land is assigned, is called " princely 
leader, great lord."' 

1 OBI, Nos. 90-92, 102-5, 110; II, 50; Poebel, Texts, No. 28f.; Hisl. Texts, 149 fl.; 
Clay, Light, 39; Winckler, Forsch., I, 372; Radau, Hist., 123 f.; SAK. 152f. 

2 Obv. I. 4; cf. ETC, 1 v. Ill, 6; King, Sumer, 105. 

' So Barton understands the GISH of the original. 

• So, with Barton, we must understand GU GAN, literally "bank of the field." 
6 Barton, Documents, No. 2; Museum Jour., IV, 50ff.; Amer. Jour. Arch., N.S., 
XVII, 84{.; cf. Hilprecht, ZA, XI, 330f.; Thureau-Dangin, ZA, XV. 403. 
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When we come to Vr Nina, his numerous inscriptions and, above 
all, his bas-reliefs make us intimately acquainted with his life and 
with that of his family. Indeed, he is the first man in Babylonian 
history whose individuality we can feel. None the less, of political 
affairs we know little. He seems to have been a usurper, for his 
father, Gunidu, and his grandfather, Gursar, are never given any 
titles. His chief fame is as a builder, and it is not even certain that 
he carried on any military operations, though his expedition to a 
mountain, whose name may perhaps be read Magan, in search of 
wood may have had such a character.' Suzerainty over Eridu may 
be indicated by a chance reference to Enki, the god of that city.^ 

Of the family life of Ur Nina we know much through the reliefs 
on which he stands with his sons, his daughter Lidda, his cup-bearer, 
his scribe, and his other officials.^ Chief among his sons stands 
Akurgal, who was destined to be his successor. We have no inscrip- 
tions from the reign of Akurgal, but a reference in one of his son's 
shows us that he had been at war with Umma.* It is not at all 
impossible that he came out of this with heavy loss, for it would 
appear that it is to this reign we must assign the carrying away by 
Ush, patesi of Umma, of the boundary stone erected by Mesilim.* 
Here, too, we may place a destruction of Girsu,if, indeed, its rebuilding 
was to restore the ravages of an enemy and not those of time alone.* 

His son, whose weighty name of Eanna Innanna ibgalkakkatum' 
was, fortunately for later students, usually abbreviated into Eannatum, 

' Tablet A. 2 Diorite Slab. 

'Inscriptions in Dec, 2fl.; xxxviff.; SAK, 2fl.; Oppert, BA, II, 147; [CB Acad., 
1883, 76;] Amiaud, BP', I, 64fl.; Boscawen, Bab. Or. Bee, VII, 3fl.; Heuzey, BA, III, 
14 f.; IV, 98, 103; Villa Boyal, passim; Halevy, BT, XI, 173; Badau, Hist., 58 ff.; Jensen, 
KB, III, 1, lOfl.; Toscanne, BT, XXX, 124 ff. 

• Eannatum, Vulture Stele II. Iff. 

» Entemena, Cone I. 13 ff. Thus Poebel, Hist. Texts, 161, but note that the account 
of the defeat of TJmma by Eannatum seems to follow Immediately. 

« Poebel, Hist. Texts, 160, writes, "Akurgal, though Eannadu calls him king in one 
passage. Is elsewhere given only the title Ishakku, which means that, at least in the later 
part of his reign, he no longer laid claim to the title of king which his father Ur-Nlna had 
borne." It is true that the single passage In the Vulture Stele, II. 8, where Akurgal is 
called king, is matched by no less than five cases where he is called patesi. Stone A. III. 2; 
B. III. 1; Column 1. 12; Brick A. II. 7; B. II. 2; but this is not in reality a majority of wit- 
nessess, for all are but variants of a single display inscription. In fact. Stone A proves 
too much, for from it we can as easily prove that Ur Nina was only patesi, in spite of the 
fact that he calls himself king in no less than sixteen of his own inscriptions! Of. also 
for discussion Ungnad, OLZ, XI, 64, n. 5. 

' Vulture Stele V. 26 ff. ; cf . Poebel, OLZ, XIV, 198 ff . ; Hist. Texts, 129. It must be 
added that somewhat weighty objections may be raised against this assumption. 
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is the most human figure we have yet encountered. Here, too, 
we have our first foretaste of source study, for our arrangement of 
the campaigns is in large measure dependent on the relative dates 
of the various documents.' 

The first war of Eannatum was evidently a defensive one against 
foreign barbarians, Elam, the "fear causing mountain," Shubur, 
in which we may perhaps see the later Shubartu in the North, Suna- 
nam, and Urua, the last under a patesi who did something with his 
banner.'' The invaders were met at the Suhur Canal, the Elamites 
driven back to their own land, and the patesi of Urua made captive 
and exhibited before the gate of Lagash.' 

Next came his conquests in the south. In this campaign Uruk 
and Ur were captured,^ and then Ki Babbar,^ in which we are 

1 The one scientific study of the sources is that by Meyer, SB (Berlin, 1912), 1089 ft. 
It is used with the more confidence as almost exactly similar results had been Independently 
reached by the author. Pancritiua, Memnon, II. 168fl., has the order Elam, Shubur, 
Urua; Umma;Ur, Uruk; Upl, Uruaz; Kish. King, Sumer, 144fl., places the conquest 
of South Babylonia first. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 159 ff., differs much, as he follows the 
order of Stone A. King, Sumer, 151, had already put this last order out of court when 
he indicated that Stone A has three different titularies with duplicate accounts between. 
Yet Poebel takes these as narratives of separate groups of events and even writes, "In 
none of the older Babylonian inscriptions can a parallel for these alleged repetitions be 
foimd." One need look no farther than the Vulture Stele itself to find such a parallel. 
When Poebel must note that Eannatum's second battle with Upl and Kish "took place 
again, as on the previous occasion, in the Antasurra," he gives clear proof of its doublet 
character. Poebel makes the building of the palace Tirash the last activity of the reign 
as it is given last in Stone A. It also occurs on Stones C and D, whose only other ref- 
erence is to Elam and Shubur, and which must therefore be dated early in the reign, cf. 
Meyer, 1090, n. 3. Finally, a theory which makes Ur Nina a king, Akurgal a patesi, 
Eannatiun a patesi, then a king, and then a patesi again, is a little too complicated for 
serious history. The relative position of the Elam-Shubur group in all the inscriptions, 
as well as the fact that they alone occur on Stones C and D, shows it to be the earliest. 
The mortar inscription, with its references to the conquest of Ur and Uruk, to Enlil and 
Nippur, its absence of reference to Umma, and its "May not [the king] of Upl and the 
king of Kish seize it," is obviously before the expedition against these places. Stone E 
and the Column have only Umma and must accordingly date immediately after its con- 
quest, cf. Meyer 1090. Brick B comes next, as it mentions only Elam, Urua, Umma, 
and Ur, but has none of the building work. Arua, on Brick A, is clearly an afterthought 
(Meyer, 1095), and so marks the time of its conquest. The war with Upi and the canal 
building is clearly an interpolation in Stone B (Meyer, 1092). Stone A has the kingship 
of Kish alongside the patesiship over Lagash. Latest of all is the Vulture Stele, with its 
kingship for both Eannatum and Akurgal, whereas Stone A calls Eannatum, Akurgal, 
and even Ur Nina patesis. It should be noted in this connection, however, that the 
main narrative of this stele must be placed Immediately after the battle with Umma, as 
the remaining events are obviously a later addition to a unified account. 

2 Cf. the Susian business document, Del, XIV, 79. 

"VultureStelerev. VI, 8ff.; Stone A. III. 13 fl.; VI. 17ff.; B.III. 16fl.; C; D; Brick 
A. III. 10 ff.; B. 6fl. 

* Meyer, 1095, places Ur first, as it occurs alone on Stone B, but Uruk stands equally 
alone on Stone A, while it precedes Ur on Brick A, a better authority than the others. 

s So King, Sumer, 147; Meyer, I.e.; Dhorme, OLZ, XI, 33, followed by Poebel, Hist. 
Texts, 162, identifies Ki Babbar with a city named Ki Balbarru (ki) which occurs in the 
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probably to see Larsa, for the Vulture Stele invokes the gods of Larsa 
as well as of Ur.^ A similar reference to Enki, the god of Eridu,^ and 
to Enlil, god of Nippur,* presupposes the occupation of those cities. 
Next we must place — unless in truth it preceded the last group — 
the best-known of the wars of Eannatum, that against the hated 
neighbor city of Umma, a conflict commemorated in the most famous 
of early Babylonian sculptures, the Vulture Stele.* If we are to 
take the obvious sense of a most confused and repetitious inscription, 
the war began with an act of aggression on the part of Lagash — the 
capture of the field Gu edin from Umma. At this time Umma was 
under the rule of the patesi Ush,^ a successor to the king Edbsu, 
whose captured statue was found at Lagash.* " By order of his 
god" Ush retaliated by the plunder of Gu edin and carried off the 
boundary stone erected by Mesilim.' In the ensuing battle Ush 
seems to have been killed. The conflict ended in Umma itself, and 
its citizens were slaughtered in the streets to the number of thirty- 
six hundred. Enakalli, the successor of Ush, was forced to make a 
boundary treaty. Gu edin was definitely handed over to Lagash, 
a boundary trench was dug from the "great stream," probably the 
Euphrates, and at it was erected the old monument of Mesilim. 

date formulae of the first Babylonian dynasty. There are two serious objections to the 
Identification. Larsa was under the control of Eannatum, Stele rev. 1. 36fl. If we deny 
Ki Babbar to be Larsa, then we have no account of its conquest, which is improbable. The 
less-known Kl Balbarru (ki) might be easily corrupted into the better-known Ki Babbar- 
Larsa. To assume the reverse conftision is directly contrary to our general experience 
with place-names. May we compare the Ki-bal-m&sh . . . . , mentioned in a letter 
with Sippar, Ungnad, Babylonian Letters, No. 83, 3 ? 

1 Stele XXI. 17. 

» Stele rev. V. 51 ff. 

» Mortar B. 8 f. 

<Dec, 3 ft.: xxxvUi fl.; [Oppert, CB Acad., 1883, 77ft.;l Halevy, BT. XI, 175 ff.; 
Hilprecht, Besearch, 76; Jensen, KB, 16 ff.; Badau, Hist.. 76a.; Heuzey, BA, III, Iff.; 
ThTireau-Dangin, BA, IV, 123 fl.; SAK, 10 ff.; B^stauration, passim. The other inscrip- 
tions of the reign are also given in these places, with the addition of Thureau-Dangin, 
Bev. Sem., V. 66 fl.; Amiaud, BP', I. 67; Heuzey, Villa, 22, 36; the mortar excavated in 
London, Evetts, PSBA, XIII, 54; King, Sumer, op. 146; Boscawen, First of Empires, 126; 
King-Hall, Egypt and Western Asia, op. 172. 

s Entemena, Cone I. 13. Although Eannatum is not mentioned until the war is 
finished and the boundary treaty given, the duplication of the "great net of Enlil" and 
the "heaps of slain" here and in the Vulture Stele proves that It all refers to Eannatum. 
Poebel, Hist. Texts, 161, remarks that Gu edin was "evidently" taken under Akurgal 
and that the " eating" of Gu edin by the king of Umma means that he enjoyed the usu- 
fruct for some time. Akurgal is not mentioned at all, and there is no reason to assume 
that he is intended. 

• Dec, 5, 3. ' Stone E. 
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By its side was a new monument, whose inscription has been incor- 
porated into that inscribed upon the Vulture Stele itself. Chapels 
to the great gods under whose sanction the oaths had been sworn 
were erected on the boundary, and a tribute of grain was inflicted 
upon the conquered city.^ 

The ruler of Umma was a patesi, that is, he acknowledged the 
suzerainty of another state. That this state was the great northern 
city of Kish is made probable by the appearance of its king, Alzu, in 
the great battle just discussed. Now Kish appears again in company 
with Zuzu, king of Upi, the classical Opis, and with Mari, the first 
appearance of this middle Euphrates city in Babylonian history.^ 
Lagash was invaded and the allies reached as far as the Antasurra 
of the city god Ningirsu. Here, at the very gates of Lagash itself, 
they were defeated. Zuzu lost his life in the conflict, and it would 
seem that Kish actually fell into the hands of Eannatum; at any 
rate he tells us that the goddess Innanna had given him the kingship 
of Kish.^" 

Finally, we have the conquest of certain states outside of Baby- 
Ionia proper — Uru az, whose patesi was killed, Meshime,* and, last 
of all, Arua.* There is no reason to assume that Eannatum was a 
greater conqueror than many another in this early time. He knew 
the value of written and pictorial records, and he is the best-known 
ruler of this period of history. 

Eannatum was succeeded by his "beloved brother" Enanna- 
tum I, who, however, claims only the patesiship of Lagash.* Mean- 

1 Vulture stele; Entemena, Cone, I. 22 S. The fields, probably parts of Gu edin (cf. 
King, Sumer, 127), are named in a fragment of the Vulture Stele, CT, VII, 1 fl., and on 
Stone E. 

s But cf. King, Sumer, 97. 

' Stele VII. 2; Stone A. VI. 21 fl; IV. 25fl. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 129, translates Stone A. 
V. 26fl.: "to Eannadu Innanna gave the kingdom of Kish from (i.e., growing out from) 
the Ishakkuship of Lagash" and placed Eannatum in a hypothetical "third kingdom of 
Kish," ib. 91. He also (165) places the assumption of the title "king of Kish" after 
that of Lagash; yet the only document — Stone A — which speaks of the kingship of 
Kish speciflcally calls Eannatum, Akurgal, and even Ur Nina by the title of patesi, 
in spite of the fact that Ur Nina always calls himself king. 

< Stone A. IV. 12 fl. 

« Thus dated by Brick A, where it is a postscript. Other inscriptions VS, I. Nos. 1-3, 
show rule over el Hibbeh. 

« Mortar, Dec. xlv; Heuzey, BA, III, 31; IV, 108, 122; Villa, 22, 36; Radau, Hist., 14; 
SAK, 28 fl.; Hibbeh Ins., VS, I. No. 4 fl.; Thureau-Dangin, CB. Acad., 4S., XXVII, 348. 
Yet his sukallu can call him only patesi in his titulary, but king in the dedication; cf. 
below. 
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while En akalli had been succeeded in Umma by his son Ur Lumma, 
and their title, it is worthy of notice, in Ur Lumma 's own inscription, 
is not that of patesi, as we find it in the records of their adversaries, 
but it is king.' For some unknown reason Ur Lumma broke the 
treaty, burned the boundary stele, and destroyed the chapels where 
remained the gods who had witnessed the treaty oaths. The bound- 
ary ditch was crossed and the territory of Lagash invaded. A battle 
was fought in the field Ugigga, and, although Urukagina in his later 
account makes the city god Ningirsu here destroy the forces of 
Umma, there is no proof that it was in reality a victory for Lagash.^ 
Whatever fortune Enannatum may have had with Umma, his son 
Entemena had once more to withstand an invasion by Ur Lumma. 
The defenders were found at the Lummagir nunta Canal, and in the 
ensuing battle Ur Lumma was driven back into his own capital, which 
was then stormed and the king slain. The bones of the sixty dead 
soldiers from Umma were left on the field, a terrible punishment to 
their souls in the after-world. An entirely new line of patesis was 
established at Umma, the first being Hi, the priest of the city of 
Ninni esh.^ It is a striking commentary on the rudimentary political 
conceptions of the age that no attempt was made to incorporate 
Umma as a whole into the Lagash state. Entemena contented himr 
self with a tribute of grain, with the recovery of certain sections of 
territory, and with the restoration of the boundary canals. Another 
such canal delimited the territory of Karkar, which had planned 
revolt.* 

Whether this was the only war of the reign and what was the 
extent of Entemena's rule we can only conjecture. The mace-head 
support from Urua, dedicated by Dudu, may have been part of the 
spoils taken at the capture of that place, and the Nippur vase points 
to occupation of that city. Similar references to Ur and Eridu 



1 Menant, Coll. de Clercq, II, PI. X, 6; p. 92; Hommel, PSBA, XIX, 89; Radau, Hist., 
95, n. 1; SAK, 150 f.; cf. Thureau-Dangin, RA, IV, 40. 

2 Entemena, Cone II. 28 fl.; Urukagina, Oval Slab, IV. 5ff.; cf. King, Sumer, 159. 

' Cf. King, Sumer, 163. 

' Cone, Dec, xlvll: Radau, Hist., 97 t!.; Thureau-Dangin, RA, IV, 37 fl.; SAK, 36 tt.; 
taken from a stele. King, Sumer, 164. Duplicate on clay net, Nies, Jour. Amer. Or. Soc, 
XXXVI, 137 ff. Other inscriptions, Boscawen, Boil. Or. Kec, VII, 25fl.; FS,I.No.7f.; 
King-Hall, Egypt and Western Asia, 175. 
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indicate continuous holding of these places as well.' After a reign of 
at least twenty-nine years,^ Entemena was succeeded by his son 
Enannatum 11.^ With the end of his rule we have the accession of 
a new dynasty, which worships a new god, and it would seem that 
we have here an illustration of the religious power overthrowing the 
secular. Already in the reign of Eannatum I we have a temple 
guardian, named Ur Halub, who dared place his name beside that of 
his ruler on a temple brick.* In that of his son Entemena, Dudu the 
chief priest of Ningirsu, perhaps the descendant of the Dudu who 
was a high official under Ur Nina,^ could dedicate to his god an object 
taken from the spoil of Urua without the slightest hint of his nomi- 
nal sovereign. The beautiful silver vase dedicated by Entemena 
was not complete without a mention of "Dudu priest of Ningirsu,' '* 
and the same was true of the inscription commemorating the great 
water basin.' It is Dudu, too, who builds the fortresses in Gu edin 
and Girsu even though he does condescend to admit that he is the 
servant of Entemena.* 

The first of the new dynasty seems to have been Ene tarzi. A 
letter preserved to us by chance gives a vivid insight into the con- 
ditions at Lagash just as the control of the city-state is shifting. It 
is dated in the fifth year, no doubt that of the patesi Enannatum II, 
though his name is not mentioned in the letter. Lu enna, priest 
of the goddess Nin Mar, writes to Ene tarzi, who is as yet called only 
priest of Ningirsu, though it is clear that he lacks but the title of 
king to be full ruler. He is informed that 600 Elamites have invaded 
and plundered the territory of Lagash. On their return journey, 
laden with booty, they were attacked and lost 540 of their men. The 

» Dec, 5 bis; xlvi, xlvlii; 204 ff.; Hetizey, Villa. 89; [Mon. et Mem.. I, 6 ft.;] RA. Ill, 
61 fl.; IV, 36; Oppert, RA. II, 148 fl.; OBI. Nos. 115-17; I, 19; CT, X, 1; Radau, Hist.. 
112 ff.; SAK. 30 fl.; King, Sumer. op. 162. 

2 RTC, 16; cf. Allotte de la Puye, Hilprecht Ann. Vol., 123. 

'Dec, 6, 4; Oppert, Rev. Arch., 1882, II, 279; Amiaud, ZK. I, 239; RP', I, 74; Hommel, 
ZK. II, 183; Jensen, KB, 16 fl.; SAK, 40 fl. 

t Dec. 3£lvi; Radau, Hiat.. 72 ff.; Thureau-Dangin, CR Acad.. 4S., XXVII, 348 f.; 
SAK, 30 f.; ct. also the mace bead dedicated to his king (sic) Enannatum by Barkiba, 
thesukallu, CT, V, 1; Radau, Hist., 120; SAK, I.e.; Rogers, Hist.. I. 380. 

' Dec. 2 bis, 1. 

« Dec, 5 bis, 43 t.; xlviif. ; [Oppert-Heuzey, Mon. et Mem., I, 27]; Radau, Hist., 116; 
Thureau-Dangin, RA, IV, 35; SAK, 34 f.; King, Sumer, op. 110. Note that Entemena 
is patesi of Lagash, but great patesi of the city god, Ningirsu. 

' Dec, xlviii; SAK. I.e. 

» Clay, Bab. Ins., I, No. 4. 
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spoil of silver, wool, and garments is listed, and the division of spoil 
between the patesi of Lagash and Enannatum sibzi, the abarakku 
official, is discussed, as well as the offerings at the temple of Nin Mar.' 

It may well be that this victory over the Elamites was the occa- 
sion for making the reaUty clear to the world. One thing at least is 
certain — Enetarzi ruled as actual patesi not less than four years, 
since a document dated in that year has been discovered.^ It would 
seem that he was succeeded by Enlitarzi, who had already been priest 
of Ningirsu under Entemena and as such was bracketed in a date 
formula with his nominal lord.' He retained his position for six or 
seven years.* The documents which give us this information, the 
accounts of the palace, also tell us that the name of his wife was 
Lugunutur; of his sons, Urtar and Lugal anda; and of his wife's 
nu banda, or chief steward, Shah.* His son, Lugal anda, or, to give 
him his full name, Lugal anu shagga,^ succeeded him, ruling either 
seven or nine years.' From the same documents we know that his 
wife's name was Barnamtarra and that the most influential men in 
the new reign were the scribes of the harem, our old friend Shah and 
Eniggal.' 

With Urukagina we have again a change of dynasty. That he 
was a usurper is clear, his father being a private individual who was 
scribe of the goddess Bau.' He himself had been a high official, the 
ungal, under Lugal anda.'" At the first he contented himself with 
the title of patesi," but before the year was over he had assumed that 

> Thureau-Dangln, RA, VI, 139 fl.; King, Sumer, 172; de la Fuye, Hilprecht Vol., 125. 
2 de la Fuye, RA, VI, 107; Doc. PrUargoniquea, 39; Hilprecht Vol., 128. 
' RTC, 16; SAK, 224 f.; cf. de la Fuye, Doc, 31. 

• Nikolskl, Likhachev, Drevnieishiia bully i pechati ahirpurly, 1907, p. 7, says seven, 
but his text 279 has five; cf. de la Fuye, Hilprecht Vol., 123. A document published by 
G. Schilelcho, RA, XI, 62, seems to give the sixth. 

'Genouillac, Tabl. sum. arch., xil. 

• BTC, 17; Lugal anda nu ku mal (or shu ga), de la Fuye, RA, 116; Doc. 11 fl. 

' de la Fuye, Hilprecht Vol., I.e., attributes Nikolskl 137 of year 9 without patesi- 
name to him. 

• Cf., for elaborate discussion, Thureau-Dangln. Rec. Tabl. Chald., 11; King, Sumer, 
169 ff. ; de la Fuye, RA, VI, 105 fl.; Hilprecht Vol., 121 fl.; Schilelcho, RA, I.e. 

« The Bngilsa of the tablet of Shagshag, wife of Urukagina, is probably his father, 
as is shown by the similar order — no doubt his descendants or a collateral branch of the 
family — of Engllsa and Urukagina on the obelisk of Manlshtusu. Cf., for discussion, 
Dhorme, OLZ, XI, 194; GenoiUUac, Tabl. sum. arch., xiv; King, Sumer, 176; 209 f. 

i" Cf. Schilelcho, RA, XI. 65. 

" BTC, 48. 
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of king/ and this he held for at least six years.^ Yet the former 
patesi, Lugal anda, was not killed, rather was he still held in honor 
and called the "great patesi."' His wife, Barnamtarra, is still 
attended by a suite of no less than eighty persons, supported at the 
expense of Shagshag, the consort of the new king. Only one restric- 
tion is indicated — the former ruler was not permitted to live in 
Lagash itself.* 

That the revolution was social as well as political is evident from 
the records. Lagash had enjoyed a period of glory, but it was at a 
price. Urukagina may not be a fair witness, when speaking of the 
sins of his predecessors, but we may at least be sure that the develop- 
ment of a more complex civilization had resulted in heavy taxation. 
Agriculture, grazing, traffic by river and by sea, all had their inspec- 
tors. The patesis carried off the cattle of the temples to water their 
own fields. The best of the priestly lands were taken as the patesi's 
"place of joy." The peasants who were working out their tax on 
public improvements were neither given water nor permitted to 
secure it. If a poor man built a fish pond, his fish were taken. 
Divorce was possible only by the payment of great fees — one shekel 
to the great sukallu, or prime minister; no less than five to the patesi. 
If one used the popular oil incantations, the same rates held, 
and, in addition, the seer had another shekel. Even the dead could 
not be properly sent to the land of no return without many jars of 
wine, loaves of bread, grain, a couch, a goat, and so forth. 

Urukagina boasts that he redressed all these wrongs. The god 
Ningirsu was once more given his own; he dwelt in the "house and 
field of the patesi." The majority of the officials, including all the 
inspectors, were dropped, and they no longer plundered the orphan 
and the widow. No man parted with his property save at a fair 
price. Religion became less expensive, divination was made easier, 
divorce more diflicult.^ 

« ETC, 73; cf. SAK, 224 f. 

2 de la Fuye, Doc. 150. 

3 GenoulUac, OLZ, XI, 213 ff. 

' Is at Ka Eniman KU, in year three, Nikolski 38. 

5 Three somewhat different recensions, in Cone A, in Cones B and C, and in the 
Oval Slab. Dec, Iff.; xxxf.; Amiaud, RP^. I, 68 fl.; Badau, Hist., 53 f.; SAK. 44 ff.; 
de Lacouperie, Bab. Or. Rec, IV, 184; Cone VS. I, No. 9. Cf., for discussion, especially 
King, Sumer, 178 fl. 
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The reforms of Urukagina are startlingly modern; they read 
almost like a present-day program for social reform. Undoubtedly 
they did much to mitigate the hard life of the common people. Yet 
they furnish the earliest proof that social reforms, excellent as they 
may be, are of little avail in international struggles when not backed 
by military power. By these reforms Urukagina had won the hearts 
of the common people, perhaps even of the priests. But they took 
away the strength of the military caste at the very moment when a 
crisis was at hand. Urukagina might boast of victories over Umma,' 
but they were all well in the past and had been won by the dynasty 
and by the miUtarism he had supplanted. Destruction was to come 
to Lagash from her old enemy, Umma. After the mention of Hi as 
patesi of that city we lose sight of it for a considerable period of time. 
Then we find a certain Ukush as patesi of Umma and prophet of the 
god Nidaba.^ His son, Lugal zaggisi, first gave international impor- 
tance to Umma. His very first conquest, we might well assume, 
would be the near-by Lagash, the constant enemy of his native city. 
Yet his own record does not mention it, and we owe our knowledge 
of the fall of Lagash to a private composition, a poetical lament over 
the downfall of the once mighty city. Very vividly is given the pic- 
ture of the sack: "The men of Umma have burned the Ekiqala, 
the Antasurra have they burned. The silver and the precious stones 
have they carried off. In the palace of Tirash have they shed blood. 

.... The statue have they destroyed From Ginarbaniru, 

the field of the god Ningirsu, as much of it as was cultivated, the 
grain have they carried off." And then comes that problem of 
undeserved evil fortune which our author must face. Urukagina, 
like Josiah in far later times, had restored the law, had introduced 
humanitarian measures, had shown himself the special protege of 
the national god. None the less, his just rule had brought destruc- 
tion to Ningirsu's city. This is the answer of the poet: "The men 
of Umma, since they have made desolate Lagash, have sinned against 
Ningirsu. The might that has come to them shall be taken away. 
Sin of Urukagina, king of Girsu, is there none. As for Lugal zaggisi, 

1 Oval Slab. 

2 Lugal zaggisi I. 9. 
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patesi of Umma, may his goddess Nidaba bear this sin upon her 
head."i 

The pious curses of the Lagash poet were not destined to imme- 
diate fulfilment. Urukagina had pathetically begged his god Nin- 
girsu to speak good words concerning him with the goddess Bau in 
her temple at Uruk,^ but Uruk was not conquered. Lugal zaggisi 
was more successful. 

It would appear that a new dynasty had been founded in Uruk 
by Lugal kigubnidudu, who boasts that he united the dominion with 
the kingdom, that of Uruk he made a dominion and of Ur a kingdom,' 
thus pointing to a conquest of Ur by the neighboring city. He 
seems to have been succeeded by a son named Lugal kisalsi,* who 
also held Nippur, where his inscriptions were later found by Gudea.^ 
It was this ruler, in all probability, who was still on the throne when 
Uruk was brought under the control of Lugal zaggisi. 

The moment of Urnma's success was the moment of her dis- 
appearance as a Babylonian power; for Lugal zaggisi after the con- 
quest of Uruk moved his capital to that city, placed the title "King 
of Uruk" before that of " Patesi of Umma," and even gave the prece- 
dence to the deities of Uruk. Soon we find under his control the 
chief cities in South Babylonia — Ur,* Larsa, Ninni esh, and Ki anki.' 
Thus he had the right to use the title Lugal kalama, " King of the 
Land." Possession of Nippur, for which up to this time we can 
prove but one native ruler, the patesi Ur Enlil,* is indicated by the 
fact that Lugal zaggisi acknowledges his conquests to be the gift of 
Enlil, Nippur's chief god, and by his dedication to that deity of 

1 Thureau-Dangin, BA, VI, 26 fl.; SAK, 56 fl.; cf. King, Sumer, 1891.; King-Hall, 
Egypt and Western Asia, 180 fl. "This gloomy text of many forebodings" Is attributed 
by Rogers, Hist., II, 19, to Urukagina himself. I have not been able to read M. KmoskO. 
As emberisSg elso irolt szabadsdglevele Urukagina Lagasi kirdly reformjai (Budapest, 1913), 
quoted, ZA, XXVIII, 418. 

'Clay Olive, SAK.'iil. 

s OBI, Nos. 23-25; 86, 88; I, 47, 49; II, 46, 57; Radau, Hist., 151 f.; SAK, 156 f.; 
Clay, Light, 45; cf. King, Sumer, 200. Rogers, Hist., II, 22, takes the "lugal" as the 
title of "king." 

*OBI, No. 89; II, 58; Winckler, Forsch., I, 373; Radau, Hist., 152 f.; SAK, 156 f.; 
Banks, AJSL, XXI, 63; Bismya, 363. 

» Gudea, Cyl. A. 23, 9; OBI, I.e.; SAK, 156 f., where the title "King of Lands" is 
not applied to Lugal kigubnidudu, as in King, Sumer, 199, but to the god Enlil. 

» Ekur Ins. X. 4 fl. In IV. 48 we have only the title " King of Uruk." 

' Cf. BAD AN KI, Der or Dur ilu. 

» OBI, Nos. 96 f. 
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bowls telling of his victories. Still farther to the north he put an 
end to the dynasty of Kish. He claims to have conquered from the 
Lower Sea, the Persian Gulf, over the Tigris and the Euphrates, to 
the Upper Sea, the Mediterranean, but whether this means an actual 
incorporation of the Syrian coast we may well doubt. ^ 

It was not until the close of a successful reign of twenty-five 
years, so important that later writers counted it a separate dynasty, 
that the sack of Lagash was avenged. While Lugal zaggisi had been 
boasting of his conquests to the Mediterranean and had actually 
conquered Kish, the most important city of North Babylonia, in the 
near-by Agade^ a strong kingdom was developing. Thus far the 
rulers seem to have been, even in North Babylonia, Shumerians, 
that is to say, of the early culture people, whose relation to other 
ethnic groups is still a mystery. Now there comes on the scene a 
dynasty which is pure Semitic, and whose records are in Semitic 
Babylonian. How they came from the Semitic homeland in Arabia, 
whether they were the original inhabitants of Babylonia or perhaps 
only of the North, by what means they first secured their independ- 
ence, all is uncertain. The man who first made the Semites a world- 
power can have been no second-class personage. The founder of 
this dynasty, Sharrukin, or, as we more generally call him, Sargon 
the Elder, is, indeed, the best-known figure in the folk-tales of early 
Babylonia, and recent discoveries have made his historical impor- 
tance equally clear. The best-known of the folk-tales tells how he 
was born at Azuparinu on the Euphrates,' how his father he did not 
know and his lowly mother bore him in secret, how she gave him to 
the river in a basket of rushes daubed with bitumen, how he was 
found by Akki, the irrigator,* who reared him as his own son and 
made him to rule over the black-headed folk.^ Another account 

» OBr, No. 87; II, 52 fl.; Badau, Hut., 131 fl.; Thureau-Dangin, Rev. Sem.,Y, 263fl.; 
SAK, 152 fl.; Clay, Light, 138 f.; 39; Ekur Ins. X. 4 fl. 

2 For passages showing nearness to Kish, cf. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 230 f . 

' The Az of Eannatum, Stone A. 4, 12, according to Hommel (.Exp. Times, VIII, 108), 
who makes it mean "Az of the elephants." 

* For connection with Agade, cf. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 231. 

6 Rawllnsoa, Athenaeum, 1867, 305; III B. 4, 7; G. Smith, PSBA. I, 46 f.; RPi, V, 57; 
Genesis, 299 fl. ; Talbot, TSBA, I, 271 fl. ; Hommel, Gesch., 302 f . ; Winckler, KB, 100 fl. ; 
Pinches, PSBA, XVIII, 257; CT. XIII, 42 f.; Khig, Chron., II, 87 fT.; [Menant, Baby- 
lone, 99 f.; Oppert, CB Acad., 1883;] Delitzsch, Paradies, 208 f.; Sayce, Hibbert Lectures, 
26 f.; Bogers, Parallels, 135 fl.; Hist., II, 26 f. 
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made hiin to be a gardener, then the cupbearer in the temple of the 
god Zagaga, and then king in Akkad.' 

We now need no more depend on these legends for our general view 
of the reign than we do on the other late accounts, whether in the 
form of chronicles'* or connected with the omens,' for we now have 
a large collection of his own inscriptions, made by an ancient com- 
piler from the epigraphs on the various statues and sculptures in the 
temple Ekur at Nippur.* When first we meet him in real histojy, 
he is king of his own city of Agade, king of the neighboring city of 
Kish, king of the " Land," and great patesi of Enlil, the god of Nippur. 
How these honors were secured we can only conjecture, nor do we 
know whether his father ruled Agade before him or even whether it 
had before boasted an independent king. The first event we have 
recorded is his smiting and destroying the wall of Uruk. Then he 
fought a battle with its inhabitants, assisted by fifty patesis, and 
only after this, if we are to accept the order of his statements, did he 
fight with Lugal zaggisi himself. The unfortunate king was made 
captive and "led through the gates of Enlil," no doubt a euphemism 
for a ceremonial sacrifice.* With the capture of Lugal zaggisi the 
scribe definitely transfers the supremacy of Babylonia to Agade.'' 

Pressing still more to the south, in his next campaign Sargon 
attacked "the man of Ur," defeated him, and destroyed the city 
wall. E Ninmar suffered the same fate, and its territory from Lagash 
to the sea was devastated. Arrived at the shore of the Persian Gulf, 
Sargon washed his weapons in the sea with all due ceremony. Turn- 
ing north again, he attacked Umma, the home city of Lugal zaggisi, 
and the last unconquered city, it would seem, in Babylonia proper. 
The "man of Umma," whose name of Mes E we learn from the por- 
trait titles of conquered kings set up in the great Nippur temple, 

1 Scheil Tablet. 

2 King, Chronicles Concerning Early Babylonian Kings, II, 38 ff.; TofPteen, Ancient 
Chronology, 48 ft. 

^Assyrian Omens IV. R. 34, 1; G. Smith, TSBA, 1,49 ff.; [Menant, BaMone, lOOf.;] 
Sayce, BPK I. 37 fl.; Hommel, Gesch., 304 f.; Wlnckler, KB, 102 fl,; Boissier, Bev. Sem., 
X, 275 ff.; King, Chron., II, 25 fl.; Jastrow, Religion, II, 227 fl.; cl. Religious Belief, 175; 
many errors as compared with chronicle. King, Chron., I, 35 fl. ; Babylonian Omens, ib, 
II, 40 fl., agreeing somewhat more closely with chronicle. 

<Poebel, Texts, No. 34; Hist. Texts, 173 fl. 

« Ekur Ins. 1, 1 fl. ; VII. 26 fl. 

« Scheil Tablet. 
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was next defeated, the city taken, and the wall destroyed.^ Well 
might Sargon boast that he was "king of the land, to whom Enlil 
gave no foe from the Upper Sea to the Lower Sea."'' Before turning 
to foreign conquests Sargon seems to have paid some attention to 
the reorganization of Babylonia; at least we are told that he " restored 
Kish to its place and gave their city to them as a dwelling-place."' 
Perhaps it was at this time that he named for himself the city of Dur 
Sharrukin* and rebuilt the city of Agade, now without doubt the 
capital of Babylonia. 

It was not on his conquest of all Babylonia that the fame of Sar- 
gon was based, but on his foreign expeditions. Lugal zaggisi does, 
indeed, claim to have ruled to the Mediterranean, but Sargon made 
his boast good. We would give much for a detailed history, such 
as we find in the later Assyrian times, but we must content ourselves 
with the laconic words of the inscription " the Upper Land, that is, 
Mari, larmuti, and Ibla, as far as the cedar forest and the silver 
mountains."' Mari we have already met in the middle Euphrates 
Valley. In the days of Eannatum its king was a vassal of Kish, and 
about this time we have another king, whose name includes a ref- 
erence to the sun god Shamash, and who calls himself patesi of Enlil. 
larmuti was on the Syrian coast, the silver mountains are at once 
connected with the famous Hittite silver mines at Bulghar Maden, 
and cedars are well known in Lebanon, Amanus, and Taurus alike.' 

Later legends add many details, some of which may well be 
authentic. For example, we have a tablet, the first of the series 
entitled "The king of battle," which was copied by a Hittite scribe 
under the impression that it dealt with the earlier history of his own 
land, and which later drifted into the Egyptian archives at Tell el 
Amarna.' There is a revolt of a man named Kishshi in Aggati, as 
the Hittite scribe spells Agade, but Shargen is not to trouble him- 
self about it. He is to go to the setting sun to cut down trees for 

> Ekur Ins. IV. 51. 
s Ekur Ins. I. 33 ff. 
5 Ekur Ins. III. 34 fl. 

• According to II. B. 50, 64, Dur Sharrukln equals Sippar Aruru, so It was near Agade, 
Hrozny, WZKM, XXIII, 216, n. 2. 

' Ekur Ins. V. 1 ff. 

• For identifications cf . Poebel, Hist. Texts, 223 fl. 
' [VS, XII, 193;] Sayce, PSBA, XXXVII, 227 fl. 
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his palace; he must traverse the barrier which prevents passage, the 
difficult way to the city of Bur sha handa, and it would add to our 
interest if we could really be certain that we are told that this road 
had been traversed before by the mythical king Adamu, the proto- 
type, then, of the biblical Adam.^ A mountain and a river must be 
crossed, the former filled with gold, lapis lazuli, figs, cedars, and 
vines. Thus far the account points rather to Asia Minor and has 
been thus interpreted, but the purely Semitic name of the opponent 
of Shargen, Nur taggal, as well as his epithet, "favorite of Enlil," 
points to a West Semitic population, wherever the locality.^ Crossing 
the rank growth of reeds, forest-like, Shargen trod down Nur taggal's 
two gatehouses and dug up his city. A conference between the two 
kings ensued, and the main result was the carrying away to Baby- 
lonia of the black and white fig trees, vines, and other unknown trees. 

On the second tablet of this series, unfortunately known only 
by the catch line quoted at the end of the first, the reader was told 
how in the third year Shargen went against the city of Unnamishu. 
Doubtless we must connect this with the three years that the better- 
known legend gives for the conquest of Amurru, or North Syria, a 
conquest not completed until the eleventh of that ruler's reign and 
marked at the end by the erection of images.' Still another late 
text tells us of the omen under which he carried on a night battle in 
the north.* It may well be that these conquests in the west were 
of the most temporary character and that Babylonian traders had 
long since penetrated to the sea coast. None the less, the conquest, 
however temporary it might be, of this part of Syria could not but 
mark an epoch in the culture relations of this most important of 
lands. 

Sargon could now turn to the east where the power of Elam was 
on the increase. The statement that Elam was "smitten" seems 
to indicate that the victory consisted merely in driving back the 

1 So Sayce, PSBA, XXXVII, 227 ff. 

2 At first sight Sayce seems justified in seeing an Asianic name in Bur sha handa, 
with Its nda ending. If, however, in I. 24, we read Bur handa, then eha must be a sepa- 
rate element, the common "of," wliile Bur is a common Aramaic element and handa a 
triliteral with ending of the Aramaic article; cf., e.g.,' Bur mama, Shalmaneser III. 
Mon. I. 34 ft. This fits better with the name Nur taggal. 

' Omens; Chron. 

' ViroUeaud, Astrologie, Ishtar 7; Weidner, OLZ, XVI, 102 f. 
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enemy from Babylonian soil. Among the captives are listed Abal 
gamash,^ the patesi of Barashu; his brother Dagu; Sidgau the sha- 
kanakku; and Kumduba the judge, of the same country; Zina the 
patesi of Huhnuri; Hidarida the patesi of Gunilaha; and the spoil 
of Ganni, Bunban, Saba, Awan, and Susa is also included.^ Here 
we have the proof of a mighty empire equal to Sargon's own. How 
complete was Sargon's victory we may hesitate to state, for later we 
have another expedition in which we find listed the captives Sidgau 
and Kumduba, though whether escaped, freed by the grace of the 
Babylonian king, or never captured at all may be left to the imagi- 
nation of the reader. With them are now found a patesi of Shiri- 
hum; Sanamsimu, the shakanakku of Elam; and Luhisilum, the son 
of the king of Elam,' no doubt the prime mover of the whole trouble.* 
Here, too, we should probably place the war with Kashtubila of 
Kazallu, the land east of the late Babylon and close to the Elamite 
foothills. Although utterly destroyed — according to Sargon — it soon 
appears as powerful as ever.* In this same region an expedition was 
led against the highly inportant city of Der, and the Persian Gulf 
was crossed to capture the island of Tilmun.* Well might Sargon 
at the close of his reign give himself the title of "Ruler of the Four 
World Quarters.'" 

For the conclusion of his reign we must go to late sources. Accord- 
ing to these, in his old age all the lands revolted and besieged him 

■ So restored on the basis of Bkur Ins. XXIII. 5. 

2 lb. XII. 25 fl. 

' Only Hi .... Is preserved of the name. 

< lb. XVI. 22 fl.; cf. XIII. 1 fl., victory over thirty patesis. The omens and cliron- 
icle based on this inscription give notliing new, cf. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 237. Inscription 
found at Susa, Gautier, RT, XXVII, 176; Scheil, Del, X, 4 fl.; cf. Thureau-Dangin, OLZ, 
XI, 313 fl.; King, Sumer, 216 fl., was probably carried there at a later time. Cf. also 
Clay, Amurru, 181 fl.; King, PSBA, XXX, 240 f. 

6 Omens; Poebel, Hist. Texts, 240, explains the reappearance of the "utterly de- 
stroyed" Kazallu under Bimush as a later confusion of the scribe between Sargon and 
Bimush, but this is not necessary. Sargon could exaggerate. 

•Legend; for Tilmun, cf. Olmstead, Sargon, 145; Langdon, Epic of Paradise, 8fl., 
for references. Sayce, Exp. Times, XVIII, 234, makes Tilmun the part of Arabia 
southwest of Babylon and Uperi a blunder of the scribe for the place Ophir. I find it 
difficult to dissociate Tylos and Tilmun-Tilwun, while his interpretation of Sargon, Ann. 
XIV. 25 f ., as meaning that Bit lakin extended to Tilmun, is certainly an error of exegesis. 
What the scribe here means to say is, "I conquered from Cyprus in the Mediterranean, 
including all the lands from one end of the civilized world to the other; from Musur, the 
extreme point of the land on one side to Bit laMn on the other, even as far as Tilmun, 
which, the point most opposed to Cyprus, also lies in the sea." 

' Morgan Tablet, Clay, Amurru, 194. 
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in Agade. Sargon sallied forth and defeated them, capturing great 
quantities of booty, which he dedicated to the goddess Ishtar. 
Subartu, the region to the north, assisted the rebel states by making 
a raid on Babylonia, but was now attacked and conquered. For 
the first time in history the city of Babylon appears, taking part in 
the revolt, and being punished with destruction. Because of this 
evil deed, so the later pro-Babylonian scribe writes, Marduk the god 
of Babylon was angry and destroyed his people with famine. The 
revolt continued in spite of Sargon 's victories,' and he seems to have 
met his death by violence.^ 

His successor was Rimush,^ though whether he was the son of 
Sargon and whether his mother was the Ashnertum in whose honor 
we have a dedication* is quite uncertain. Of all the titles of his 
predecessor he was able to retain only that of "King of Kish," 
though his inscriptions show that Sippar, Nippur, and Lagash were 
under his control.* But Ur, under Ka azag, who dared call himself 
king, assisted by Umma and a considerable number of patesis, still 
kept up the revolt. As Rimush puts it, "All the lands which my father 
had left me in hostility revolted against me and no one remained or 
was faithful.* The coalition against which he was forced to fight 
was evidently a great one. The number of the enemy killed in the 
battle amounted to 8,040, the captured to 5,460, including Ka azag 
and the patesis. These numbers, which are certainly not under- 
estimated, are interesting as showing the small number of troops 
engaged in battles which were to determine the control of all Baby- 
lonia. Rimush then proceeded to the Persian Gulf and there took 
prisoner 5,700 men from the cities of Ka azag, here called the Shu- 
merian to emphasize the racial character of the contest. On the 
return he reduced the revolted Kazallu with a loss of 12,650 slain 

1 Omens: Chron. 

2C. Prank, ZA, XXVIII, 99 f., takes CT, XX, 2 r. 9f., as meaning that he was 
killed by his troops, who shut him up in a pit, but Poebel, Hist. Texts, 130, n. 11, trans- 
lates "whose army, while a rainstorm was raging(?) hurled(?) their weapons upon each 
other." 

" So King, PSBA, XXX, 239, n. 2; O. Frank, ZA, XXXVIII, 99, n. 1, prefers Eri- 
mush; cf. also Poebel, OLZ, XV, 481; Hrozny, WZKM, XXIII, 191, n. 1. 

' Clay, Ins. No. 7. 

' CT, VII, 3; cf. King, Sumer, 204, n. 1; Hilprecht, Research, 46; Clay, Light, 46. 
OBI. 5 ff.; I, 20 f.; Radau, Hist., 128; Dec, 5, 4. 

• Cruciform Monument, CT, XXXII, 1 ft.; King, BA. IX, 91 ff.; Sumer, op. p. 224; 
duplicate, Thureau-Dangin, BA, VII, 179 fl.; cf. also, vase, VS, I, 10. 
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and 5,864 prisoners.' Still another inscription tells of a battle with 
Umma and Der, in which the enemy loss was 8,900 slain and 3,540 
captured.^ Here, too, we are not quite sure as to the personages 
who took part, but they included Zinuba, brother of a patesi, seem- 
ingly of Ummajhis sukallu A . . . . mubi; Lugal ushumgal, patesi 
of Hallab, which now first appears in history; Ur Sin, his sukallu; 
the patesi of Der, and his great sukallu, Kikui; the patesi of Lagash; 
and Abda, the shakanakku, for we find their names written on the 
slabs which doubtless bore their pictured representations.' 

With Kuzallu reconquered it could be made the base for a prob- 
ably more successful attack on Elam. In a great battle Rimush 
vanquished Abal gamash, the ruler of Barahsu, which now is gov- 
erned by a king and not a patesi. Abal gamash, with his shakanakku, 
Sidgau, and the shakanakku of Zabshalu were made captive at the 
river Kabnitum, which is located between Awan and Susa. A ter- 
rible massacre took place in Asharri, the capital of Abal gamash, 
and "the foundations of Barahsu from the people of Elam he tore 
out." Other conquests were those of Shirihum and Anshan, to 
secure which he was forced to divide his troops into two parties. 
The king of the latter was brought by Rimush, with offerings and 
gifts, into the presence of the god Shamash and there, no doubt, 
sacrificed.^ The death of Rimush himself we know only from a late 
omen text, according to which the "sons of his palace," the courtiers, 
killed him with their stone seals.^ 

The successor of Rimush seems to have been Manishtusu,^ whose 
portrait shows him a full-bearded Semite.' He, too, bears only the 

> Ekur Ins. XVI. 37 fl. ; the name of the patesi has been lost in XIX. 4, and we do 
not know why his predecessor, Ilumumesh, was mentioned. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 240, 
places here the captm* of Kashtubila of Kazallu, attributed by the Omens and Chron. 
to Sargon. 

2 Ekur Ins. XXI. 22 fl. 

3 Ekur Ins. XXII. 5 ff. 

' Cruciform Ins. ; Ekur Ins. XX. 12 fl., a fragment of whose original is found In Leh- 
mann, Materialien 6; cf. Meissner, OLZ, XVIII, 175 f.; Poebel, Texts, No. 36, r. V, Iff.; 
cf. Hist. Texts, 197 fl.; 215 fl.; a late copy, Thureau-Dangln, RA, VIII, 135 fl.; OBI, 
No. 5; I, 20 f.; Radau, Hist., 128; SAK, 162 f.; dedication of vessel captured from Elam- 
ites, CT, VII, 3. 

Boissier, Choix de textes relatifs d la divination, 80 fl. ; cf . Poebel, Hist. Texts, 131 ; 
Jastrow, Religion, II, 333. 

< For name cf . mention in Ins. of Shutruk Nahhunte, Scheil, Del, III, 42 ; X, 2. 

' Del, XIV, 4; King, Sumer. 213, erected by Tlssub, patesi of Elam; near him was 
Enanmiune, patesi of Susa, Del, 5 f. 
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title "King of Kish," but inscriptions from Nippur and Sippar' 
prove these important capitals to have been under his control. The 
famous obelisk of this king adds to the list Kutu, Marad, and other 
cities whose location we do not know, while sons or dependents of 
Kur shesh, patesi of Umma, Ilsu rabe of Basime, Ikilum of Kislah, 
and Engilsa of Lagash, prove practically all Babylonia to have been 
his vassal.^ The collector of the Nippur inscriptions found but one 
account of conquests, and this dealt with attacks on Anshan and 
Shirihum. To reach this region he decided, unlike his predecessor 
Rimush, to cross the Persian Gulf. Here he fought with thirty-two 
kings and defeated them, devastating the country as far as the silver 
mines, wherever they were. From the stones of the mountains he 
made an image to Enlil of Nippur and another to Shamash of Sippar, 
this being perhaps the chief reason for the expedition.' 

Naram Sin was formerly known as the son of Sargon, as, indeed, 
the late authorities declare him to be,* but this is as little to be accepted 
as is the oft-quoted date of 3750 B.C., computed from the statement 
of the last Babylonian king, Nabu na'id.^ His relation to the pre- 
ceding monarchs is still a puzzle. As titulary he regularly uses 
"King of the Four World Regions," which is not found among those 
of his immediate predecessors, though it was one of Sargon's titles.* 
We have but a single hint of internal troubles, the statement that 
in one year he defeated nine armies with their three kings and con- 
secrated them to Enlil. As after this he proceeded to instal his 
son Libet ili as patesi of Marad, near the border of North and South 
Babylonia, it looks as if this confederation was connected with a 

1 OBI. No. 118; SAK, 162 f.; CT, XXI, 1; King, Sumer, op. p. 206; [Winckler, Mitth. 
Ah. Or. Ver. zu Berlin, I, 18, 5;] KB, 100 f. 

2 Del. I, op. p. 142; II, 1 H.; Hrozny, WZKM, XXI, 11 fl. Discussion of tlie very 
Interesting geograpliical Questions raised by tiie obelisk cannot be taken up liere. Tiiu- 
reau-Dangin, BA, IX, 76, notes tliat tlie Suruslikin ol A. XII. 21 later became patesi 
of Umma. 

sEloir Ins. XXVI. 1 fl.; Poebel, Texts, No. 35, a fragment of the original; other 
fragments from Sippar, CT, XXXII, 5; cf. Jensen, ZA, XV, 248, n. 1; from Susa, Del, 
X, Iff.; XIV, 1 fl. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 239, attributes to him the crossing of the lower 
sea, .ordinarily given to Sargon. Control of Ishnunuk, that is, Ashnunnak-Tupliash, 
shown by statue of M. taken from that country by Shutruk Nahhunte, Del. IV, No. 2. 

« Chron. II. 1 ; Omens. 

s Abu Habba Cyl. II. 57 f. 

« Clay, Amurru. 194; that Sargon made Naram Sin patesi of Lagash, on the basis 
of Del, X, 4 f.; BTC. 83; Thureau-Dangin, OLZ, XI, 315, is more than doubtful. 
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revolt of the South.' If so, his victory was complete, for all Baby- 
lonia was under his efficient control. Lagash received his inscrip- 
tions^ and was permitted to retain its autonomy under a patesi. 
This was Lugal ushumgal, who had risen to his high position from 
that of scribe and, on the occasion of his accession, dedicated to 
Nidaba, the patron goddess of writing, a hexagonal clay prism giving 
a fine example of his calligraphy.' But while Lagash was permitted 
a quasi-independence, guard was kept upon it from the near-by 
Tutu, where another son of Naram Sin, Nabi .... mash, ruled 
as patesi.* Nippur, Ninni esh, Sippar, and Adab were all under 
his control, but one wonders whether it is, indeed, significant that 
Southwest Babylonia was not found in the list.^ 

As a foreign conqueror Naram Sin ranks with the greatest that 
Babylonia produced. Far out in the Arabian desert he captured 
Manni dannu, the king of Magan, and dug out stone, which he car- 
ried off to work up into statues.* To the east he took by means of 
mines the city of Apirak and made captive its king, Resh Adad, 
whose purely Semitic name sounds strangely out of place in a country 
where we might assume Elamite civilization.' Recently there has 
been found an Elamite text in which Naram Sin of Agade appears, 
and it would seem that in it we are to find a treaty of alliance between 
an unknown Elamite ruler and Naram Sin, in which the former says, 
"The enemy of Naram Sin is my enemy, the friend of Naram Sin 
is my friend," a formal treaty which far antedates any we have yet 
found.* 

1 Thureau-Dangln, RA, XI, 88 ft.; Clay, OLZ. XVII, 110; Ins. No. 10. 

2 Dec, 44, 1; Thureau-Dangln, CR Acad., 4S., XXV, 190: XXVII, 348; BA, IV, 76 f.; 
RTC, 165 ft.; SAK, 164 ft.; Heuzey, BA, IV, 761.; Badau, Hist., 173; King, PSBA, 
XXXI. 286 ft. 

3 Schllelcho, ZA, XXIX, 78 fit.; other Inscriptions, Heuzey, I.e.; Schell, RT, XXXVII, 
127. 

' Thureau-Dangln, CR Acad., 4S., XXVII, 348; SAK, 166 f.; Radau, Hist., 173. 

6 OBI, No. 4; I, 18; Univ. Penn. Trans.. 1, 107; SAK. 164 f.; Clay, Light, 118; ref- 
erence to a patesi of Nippur in Poebel, Texts, No. 36, 5, 15, very doubtful; Nippur date 
formula. Barton, Doc. No. 25, cf. the Nippur patesi Ur Ennuru, Doc. No. 10. BTC, 
86, 106, 144. Nabu na'ld. I.e. Banks. Bismya, 145; Hommel, OLZ, XVI, 350. 

« Chron. II. 4; Omens II. 15 fit. Contemporary Ins. Statue A, Del, VI, 2 ft.; SAK, 
166 f., calls him, not king, but lord. Vase B. I. R. 3, vii; [Oppert, Exped., II, 62;] Verh. 
V Or. Kongr. II. 1. 245; G. Smith, TSBA, I, 52; [Menant. Bab. Chald., 163;] Pinches, 
PSBA, VI, 13; Hommel, ZK, I, 67; Winckler. KB, 98; SAK, 164 f.; Susa duplicate, 
Del, IV, 1. 

Chron. II. 1 ft.; Omens II. 10 fit. 8 Schell, Del, XI, 1 fit. 
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Farther to the north Naram Sin broke up an alUance of the king 
of Siduri and Satuni of Lulubi. In the stele of victory, perhaps the 
finest product of early Semitic art yet known, we see the great 
king of Agade, heroic in size and crowned with the horned crown, 
trampling upon the prostrate enemies who lie on the slopes of the 
mountains, and granting them the pardon they beg. The most 
remarkable fact about these Lulubi is that they seem to be a 
mingled race, bearded Semites and shaven Shumerians being both 
represented.! This is our first mention of the Lulubi and marks a 
very decided advance of the Babylonian sphere of influence in this 
direction. 

These were but raids. Much more noteworthy is the fact that 
all Mesopotamia was now so under his control that he could erect 
a palace containing a magnificent bas-relief at the very foot of 
the Armenian barrier chain of mountains, in territory which for 
long defied the best efforts of the Assyrian kings.^ With the con- 
quest of Ibia' he was close to the Mediterranean, where must be 
placed the battle with Harshamatki, lord of Aram, or Armanu, 
commemorated by Naram Sin with an image cut on the rocks of 
Mount Tibar.* It was no wonder that such a conqueror should 
have been called the god of Agade by his contemporaries^ and that 
a later generation in far-away Cyprus should have imitated a seal 
with his divine name.^ 

We are not surprised at the extensive conquests of Naram Sin 
when we learn that he ruled at least forty-four years.' His 

» Scheil, RT, XXII, 27 ft.; Del. I, op. p. 146; II, PI. II; Meyer, Sumerier, PI. IV. 

2ScheU, RT, XV, 62 fl.; Del, II, 53 ft.; OBI, No. 120; Meyer, Sumerier, PI. Ill; 
Hllprecht, Research, 87 fl.; Radau, Hist., 171 fl.; SAK, 166 f. Alter the elaborate dis- 
cussion ol the site, at Plr Hiissen, 4i hrs. NNE of Diarbekr on the Ambar Su, by King, 
Sumer, 244 f., there can be no longer doubt as to Its being found in situ. 

« GenoulUac, BA, X, 101.; ci. Gudea, Statue B. V. 54; Ekur Ins. V. 6. 

< Thureau-Dangm, CR Acad., 48., XXVII, 348; SAK, 1661.; Radau, Hist., 162. 
Armanu is clearly the same as Aram in Thureau-Dangin, RA, VIII, 199 1., though 
whether we may make the obvious connection with the Aramaeans is not so clear. Tlbar 
Is of cowse the same word as the well-known Tabor ol Galilee. Possible connections 
are with the city Tapura In Armenia Minor of Ptol. V. 7, 3, or even with Taurus, unless 
that truly is to be taken from Tur, mountain. Cf. the A-ta-lu-ur Mon. II. 10; Lal-la-ar 
Obi. 31, ol Shalmaneser III. 

s Telloh seals, SAK, 168 1. 

« Sayce, TSBA, V, 442. 

' Poebel, Texts, No. 3; the number may be 54; it is not attributed to Naram Sin 
directly, only to the predecessor of Shar gall sharri. A poem in Langdon, Hist. Rel. 
Texts, No. 1, gives Naram Sin but seven years. What historical lacts, 11 any, are behind 
this obscure composition it Is not easy to say. 
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successor was his grandson Shar gali sharri, long identified with Sargon, 
whose father, Dati EnUl, seems never to have reigned.^ Central 
Babylonia apparently acknowledged his sway without serious objec- 
tion, for we find his inscriptions at Babylon, Sippar, and Nippur,^ 
while seals from Lagash show Lugal ushumgal still its patesi and 
declaring himself the servant of Shar gali sharri.' The extremities 
took a different attitude. In the south Uruk and Naksu had to be 
subdued,* perhaps after a revolt in the previous reign. In the north 
Kutu now appears for the first time as an independent state, when 
its king was taken and the city made captive.^ Revolt within the 
rapidly declining empire was accompanied by invasion from without. 
Shar gali sharri admits that the Elamites and the people of Zahara 
were driven back only after they had invaded the territory of Umma 
and Saklu,* that is, not until they had penetrated to the very center 
of Babylonia itself. His attacks on Gutium to the northeast' and 
on Amurru in Basar, the middle Euphrates region,' may be assigned 
to the same necessity, that of offensive defense. The decrease in 
his power is well marked by the fact that he holds only the title 
"King of Agade." His twenty-four years of reign brought the rule 
of his family to an end, after a period of sovereignty lasting no less 
than 157 years.' 

This dynasty of long-lived kings was followed by a period of 
anarchy, when the king list pertinently asks, "Who was king, who 
was not king?" In the next three years four rulers, Igigi, Imi, 
Nani, and Elulu, are listed.^" A more settled state of affairs was 

1 OBI. No. 2; I, 15; Scheil, BT, XV, 86 1.; Oppert, RA, III, 20 fl.; Radau, Hist., 169; 
SAK, 164 f.; Clay, Light, 31; Hinke, Boundary Stone, 5. Poebel, Hist. Texts. 132, n.4, 
doubts Datl Enlil as a proper name, and Thureau-Dangin, BA, IX, 81 (cf. also Hrozny, 
WZKM. XXVI, 151, n. 2), now reads Ittl Enlll. According to Langdon's Interpretation 
ol his No. 1, Naram Sin was overthrown by an unnamed usurper simply called datuk. 
"conqueror," and he points out how "suspiciously like" it is to Dati Enlil. 

2 BTC. 118. Mace head, Phiches, TSBA. VIII, 348; PSBA, V, 11 fl.; Winckler, 
Keilschr., No. 64; KB. 100 f.; CT, XXI. 1; SAK, 162 i.; King, Sumer, op. p. 218; Rogers, 
Hist., II, op. p. 38; Boscawen, First of Empires, 128. Nippur stamps, OBI, No. 3; I, 15; 
SAK, I.e.; Clay. Light, 118; Peters, Nippur, II, op. p. 374; door sill, OBI, Nos. 1(.; 
1, 15; Peters, Nippur, II, op. p. 242; Scheil, BT, XV, 86 (.; Radau, Hist., 167; SAK, I.e. 

» BTC. 87, 162; Heuzey, BA, IV, 8 (.; SAK, 164 (. 

« BTC, 99, 136, 176. » BTC, .118. « BTC. 130. ' BTC, 88. 

8 BTC, 85, 124; c(. Bashar In Dungi tablet, Dhorme, BA, IX. 41. 
•Poebel, Texts, No. 3; cf. Hist. Texts, 133. Thus we have eighty-nine years for 
the reigns of Sargon, Rimush, and Manishtusu, an average of almost thirty years each. 
i« Poebel, Texts, No. 3. 
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brought about by Dudu, who reigned twenty years^ and whose terri- 
tory extended at least as far south as Nippur.^ He was able to 
transmit his kingdom to his son Shudurkib, who ruled fifteen years 
with the title of "King of Akkad."' Then the kingdom of Agade, 
after a total reign of 197 years, came to an end. 

Already the Shumerian reaction seems to have been in full 
force, if we may judge by the names of these latest rulers, and with 
the next recognized dynasty we have not only Shumerian rulers, but 
the seat of rule is transferred to the old Shumerian capital of Uruk. 
But even this was short-lived, its five kings ruling but twenty-six 
years, and we know of them nought but their names and the lengths 
of their reigns.* 

Civilization in Babylonia was fast proceeding to its decline — 
a decline well marked by political failure. The ghost of independent 
control disappeared when the weak rule of Uruk was displaced by 
that of the "hordes of Gutium," the wild mountaineers from the 
northeast. For a century and a quarter Babylonia lay at their mercy 
and twenty-one of their kings were listed, but so dense is the dark- 
ness of this period of utter decline that we know with certainty only 
Imbi, who w'as on the throne for three years, and Inki and Dada, 
whose time of sovereignty seems to have been equally brief .^ Others 
may be assigned by conjecture to this dynasty. Most certain is 
Eirridupizir, who calls himself in his inscriptions "Mighty King of 
Gutium and of the Four World Quarters," in which the claim to a 
Babylonian title is especially noteworthy.* Another is the Slum, who 
as king of Gutium was the overlord of Lugal annadu, the patesi of 
Umma,' under whose sway, so we are told, there was abundance for 
thirty-five years,' and still another king of Gutium, who dedicates 
at Umma, is Shamash bani.* Lasirab, the " mighty king of Gutium," 
dedicates a mace head in Sippar and shows by the formulas at the 

1 Scheil List. 

2 Poebel. Texts, No. 39. 

8 Scheil List; Pognon, CR Acad., 1912, 410. 

' Ur nigin, three years; Ur ginar, his son, six years; Kudda, six years; Basha ill, five 
years; Ur Utu, six years; Scheil List, cf. Poebel, Texts, No. 4. 
' Poebel, Texts, No. 2, 12, 6; c(. Hist. Texts, 134. 

« Hilprecht, Bob. Exped., Ser. D., V, 1, 20(.; cf. Poebel, Hist. Texts, 134. 
' Scheil, CB Acad., 1911, 318 fl.; 619; Poebel, Hist. Texts, 134. 
» Clay, Ins., No. 13. 
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end that he is in Babylonia.* From his name, Saratigubisin, a king 
mentioned by an Umma scribe,^ is also to be placed here.^ 

Under the rule of the Guti kings Babylonia reached the depths 
of degradation, and here we may fitly close", leaving the recovery to 
another study. Dark as was the situation, certain important results 
may be noted. Babylonia had learned the value of union and had 
come to look upon the land as in some sense a unity. She had tasted 
the sweets of foreign conquest. The old Shumerian civilization 
had become the common property of this united Babylonia. Most 
important of all, from political and cultural standpoint alike, the 
Semite had made his appearance in Babylonian history, and soon 
the mixed culture which resulted from the fusion of the two elements 
was to enrich all Western Asia.* 

> Winckler, ZA. IV, 406; OBI, I, 13; Jensen, ZA, VIII, 238 f.; SAK, 170 fl. 
2 Thureau-Dangin, BA, IX, 73 fl.; Poebel, HUl. Texts., 135 

' Perhaps here is also to be placed Lugal annamundu, king of Adab; cf. Poebel, Hist. 
Texts, 135. 

' A study on the cultural development of early Babylonia is well under way. 



